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DETAILED ACTION 



A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114 was filed in this 
application after appeal to the Board of Patent'Appeals and Interferences, but prior to a 
decision on the appeal. Since this application is eligible for continued examination 
under 37 CFR 1 . 1 1 4 and the fee set forth in 37 CFR 1 . 1 7(e) has been timely paid, the 
appeal has been withdrawn pursuant to 37 CFR 1.114 and prosecution in this 
application has been reopened pursuant to 37 CFR 1.114. Applicant's submission filed 
on 9/28/06 has been entered. Claims 1-12 are cancelled. Claims 13-32 are amended 
for examination. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

Claims 13-14, 17-20,23-24,26-29,31-32 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being 
anticipate by Kim et al (us pat 6,473,788) (hereinafter Kim). 

As regarding claim 13, Kim discloses a data processing apparatus running a 
browser (see Kim col.1 1 , lines 2-13, service technician runs a web browser); and an 
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automation device in communication with the data processing apparatus over the data 
network (see Kim col. 10, lines 31-65, peripheral device communicate with service 
technician), the automation device comprising: a memory arranged in the automation 
device and storing communications data (memory is an inherent feature of the 
peripheral device), the communications data comprising: operating dialogs for the 
operation of the automation device and for communication with the browser in the data 
processing apparatus (see Kim col. 10, lines 46-65; col.11, lines 2-39, lines 56-65; 
col.12,lines 1-20), and device information for service and support of the automation 
device over the data network see (Kim col. 10, lines 46-65; col.11, lines 2-39, lines 56- 
65; col. 12, lines 1-20, device information send to service technician so the service 
technician can perform diagnostic and maintenance function for peripheral device); 
whereby the stored communications data and device information are transmitted from 
the automation device to the data processing apparatus over the data network by way 
of a standard protocol (see Kim col. 10, lines 31-65). 

As regarding claims 14, Kim discloses the operating dialogs comprise Java 
objects (see Kim col. 10, lines 21-30; col.11, lines 2-13). 

As regarding claim 17, Kim discloses the data network comprises an Internet 
(see Kim col. 10, lines 21-30; col.11, lines 2-13). 

As regarding claim 18, Kim discloses the browser comprises an Internet 
browser (see Kim col. 1 0, lines 21 -30; col. 1 1 , lines 2-1 3). 
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As regarding claim 19, Kim discloses communications data stored in the 
memory are transferred from the automation device to the data processing apparatus 
for operating the automation device (see Kim col. 10, lines 31-65). 

As regarding claim 20, Kim discloses the communications data transferred from 
the automation device to the data processing apparatus are executed in the browser 
and are displayed by the data processing apparatus (see Kim col. 10, lines 31-65; 
coj.11, lines 2-13). 

As regarding claims 23, the limitations are similar to claim 13, therefore 
rejected for the same rationale as claim 13. 

As regarding claim 24, the limitations are similar to claim 14, therefore rejected 
for the same rationale as claim 14. 

As regarding claim 26, the limitations are similar to claim 18, therefore rejected 
for the same rationale as claim 18. 

As regarding claim 27, the limitations are similar to claim 20, therefore rejected 
for the same rationale as claim 20. 

As regarding claim 28, the limitations are similar to claim 13, therefore rejected 
for the same rationale as claim 13. 

As regarding claim 29, the limitations are similar to claim 14, therefore rejected 
for the same rationale as claim 14. 

As regarding claim 31, the limitations are similar to claim 17, therefore rejected 
for the same rationale as claim 17. 
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As regarding claims 32, Kim discloses the at least one data processing 
apparatus comprises a plurality of apparatuses and the stored communications data 
and device information are transmitted from the automation device to the plurality of 
data processing apparatuses over the data network (see Kim col. 10, lines 31-65; col.11, 
lines 2-13). 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 21-22 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Kim et al (us 
pat 6,473,788) (hereinafter Kim). 

As regarding claim 21, Kim discloses the invention substantially as claimed in 
claim 13, but Kim does not disclose at least a second data processing apparatus having 
a browser and in communication with the automation device over the data network, and 
wherein the stored communications data and device information are transmitted from 
the automation device to the second data processor over the data network by way of a 
standard protocol. 

However, a second data processing apparatus which has a browser and 
communicates with the automation device in the same manner as the processing 
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apparatus disclosed in claim 1 , adopting a concept of singularity to a plurality is a mere 
replication, which is obvious and not patentable distinct (In re Harza, 274 F2d 669, 124 
USPQ 378 (CCPA 1960). 

It would have been obvious to one with ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to include a second data processing apparatus to in the system of 
Kim because by having a second apparatus, would increase processing time, fault 
recovery in case if the first processing apparatus fail which lead to data reliability. 

As regarding claim 22, Kim disclosed the second data processing apparatus is 
in communication with the automation device via the Internet (see Kim col. 10, lines 31- 
65; col.11, lines 2-13). 

Claims 15,16,25,30 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Kim as applied to claim 13 above further in view of Lee et al (us pat 6,658,167) 
(hereinafter Lee). 

As regarding claim 15, Kim discloses all the limitations of claim 13 mentioned 
above, but fail to disclose the communication data stored in memory comprise data in 
compressed form. However Lee teach the communication data stored in memory 
comprise data in compressed form (col.1, lines 56-60) for the purpose of save storage 
cost as well as transmission time and costs (see Lee et al, col.1, lines 61-63). 

As regarding claim 16, the limitation is similar to claim 15, therefore rejected for 
the same rationale as claim 15. 
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As regarding claim 25, the limitation is similar to claim 15, therefore rejected for 
the same rationale as claim 1 5. 

As regarding claim 30, the limitation is similar to claim 15, therefore rejected for 
the same rationale as claim 15. 



Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 13-32 have been considered but are 
moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 
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Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Duyen M. Doan whose telephone number is (571 ) 272- 
4226. The examiner can normally be reached on 9:30am-6:00pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Bunjob Jaroenchonwanit can be reached on (571) 272-3913. The fax 
phone number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 
571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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